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R KM ARKS 

Now in the applications are claims 46-77, of which claims 46, 58, and 70 are 
independent. The following comments address all stated grounds for rejection and place 
the presently pending claims, as identified above, in condition for allowance. 

Double Pat ftitinp Rejection 

The Office Action rejects claims 46-77 under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-30 of now issued 
U S Patent No. 6,13 1,1 12 of Lewis, et al. Applicant respectfully notes this rejects and 
elects to defer response until a determination of allowable subject matter in the claimed 
invention occurs. 

r^i aim ttF.TF.CTION S UNDER 35 U.S.C. $103 

Claims 46-77 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U S Patent No. 5,764,995 of Doolan (hereinafter "Doolan") in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6 026 091 of Christie, et al. (hereinafter "Christie"). Applicants respectfully traverse 
these rejections on the basis of the following arguments, and further contend that neither 
Doolan nor Christie, alone or in combination, teach or suggest all elements of these 
claims, as described below, and hence, does not detract from the patentability of claims 
46-77. 

For purposes of clarity in the discussion below, the respective claim rejections 
under 3 5 U.S.C. § 1 03 are discussed separately. 

A j^j Mtinn of Clai -° 46-60 Under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

The Office Action rejects claims 46-60 as being unpatentable over Doolan in view 
of Christie Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection on the basis of the following 
arguments and further contends that neither Doolan nor Christie, alone or in combination, 
teach or suggest all elements of these claims as described below, and hence, does not 
render these claims unpatentable. 
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The Doolan patent is directed to a gateway that allows a CMIP/CMISE network 
manager to manage legacy telecommunications network elements by providing a bi- 
directional mapping between CMIP messages and legacy syntax messages. The Doolan 
patent does not teach or suggest a method for sharing information between a first 
management and a second management system, as set forth in claim 46. The invention 
recited in claim 46 is directed to communications between two management systems. In 
contrast, the Doolan reference teaches or suggests communications between a single 
management system and a gateway and does not teach or suggest communications 
between two management systems, a significant advantage of the claimed invention. 

The Christie reference is directed to an ATM gateway responsible for changing a 
value in a field of an ATM cell as the ATM cell transfers from a first ATM system to a 
second ATM system. The ATM gateway of Christie helps ensure proper routing of ATM 
cells between the first ATM system and the second ATM system. That is, the ATM 
gateway is responsible for changing the virtual path identification/virtual channel 
identification (VPI/VCI) value of an ATM cell from a value associated with the first 
ATM system to a value associated with the second ATM system, and vice versa, to 
ensure proper routing of ATM cells between the first ATM system and the second ATM 
system. The Christie patent does not teach or suggest a method for sharing information 
between a first management system and a second management system as recited in claim 
46. Further, the object of the Christie patent is to avoid the use of a high cost ATM 
switch between the first ATM system and the second ATM system and, hence, is merely 
concerned with transporting data from a source node in a network to a destination node in 
the network without regard for the sharing of information between two management 
systems. 

Claims 47-60 depend, directly or indirectly from independent claim 46, and 
therefore incorporate the patentable subject matter of claim 46. Claim 46 is directed to a 
method for sharing information between a first management system and a second 
management system. The method includes steps of receiving a message from the first 
management system and determining whether the message relates to an entity that is 
managed by the second management system. When the message relates to an entity that 
is managed by the second management system, the message is formatted into a format 
compatible with the second management system. The method also includes a step of 
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and, hence, is merely concerned with transporting data from a source node in a network 
to a destination node in the network without regard for the sharing of information 
between two management systems. 

Claims 62-72 depend from claim 61 and therefore incorporate the patentable 
subject matter of claim 61. Claim 61 is directed to an apparatus for sharing information 
between a first management system and a second management system. The apparatus 
includes a first means for receiving a message from the first management system and a 
second means for determining whether the message relates to an entity that is managed 
by the second management system. A third means of the apparatus formats the message 
in a format compatible with the second management system when the message relates to 
an entity that is managed by the second management system. A fourth means of the 
apparatus takes an action to provide the second management system with the message in 
the format compatible with the second management system. 

Neither the Doolan reference nor the Christie reference, alone or combination 
■■ teach or suggest each and every element of claim 6 1 . Doolan is concerned with a 
gateway that translates and maps communications between a single management system 
and legacy pieces of network equipment. Christie is concerned with an ATM gateway 
responsible for routing ATM cells between two ATM systems. 

Accordingly, Applicant contends that the Doolan reference in view of the Christie 
reference fails to teach or suggest each and every element of claim 61 and therefore each 
and every element of claim 62-72. As such, Applicants respectfully request the Examiner 
to reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 61-72 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). 

C. Rejection of Claims 73-77 U nder 35 U.S.C. WMa) 

The Office Action rejects claims 73-77 as being unpatentable over Doolan in view 
of Christie. Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection on the basis of the following 
arguments and further contends that neither Doolan nor Christie, alone or in combination, 
teach or suggest all elements of these claims as described below, and hence, does not 
render these claims unpatentable. 

The Doolan patent is directed to a gateway that allows a CMIP/CMISE network 
manager to manage legacy telecommunications network elements by providing a bi- 
directional mapping between CMIP messages and legacy syntax messages. The Doolan 
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patent does not teach or suggest a system providing an interface between a first 
management and a second management system, as set forth in claim 73. The invention 
recited in claim 73 is directed to a system providing an interface between two 
management systems. In contrast, the Doolan reference teaches or suggests 
communications between a single management system and a gateway and does not teach 
or suggest an interface between two management systems, a significant advantage of the 
claimed invention. 

The Christie reference is directed to an ATM gateway responsible for changing a 
value in a field of an ATM cell as the ATM cell transfers from a first ATM system to a 
second ATM system. The ATM gateway of Christie helps ensure proper routing of ATM 
cells between the first ATM system and the second ATM system. That is, the ATM 
gateway is responsible for changing the VPI/VCI value of an ATM cell from a value 
associated with the first ATM system to a value associated with the second ATM system, 
and vice versa, to ensure proper routing of ATM cells between the first ATM system and 
the second ATM system. The Christie patent doesnot teach or suggest a system 
providing an interface between a first management system and a second management 
system as recited in claim 73. Further, the object of the Christie patent is to avoid the use 
of a high cost ATM switch between the first ATM system and the second ATM system 
and, hence, is merely concerned with transporting data from a source node in a network 
to a destination node in the network without regard for providing an interface between 

two management systems. 

Claims 74-77 depend from claim 73 and therefore incorporate the patentable 
subject matter of claim 73. Claim 73 is directed to a system for providing an interface 
between a first management system and a second management system. The system 
includes a correlator. The correlator has an input that receives a message from the first 
management system and an output that provides a correlated message when the message 
is related to an entity managed by the second management system. The system includes a 
message formatter coupled to the correlator. The message formatter has an input that 
receives the correlated message and an output that provides a formatted message in a 
format that is compatible with the second management system. The system also includes 
an interface module coupled to the correlator and the second management system. The 
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interface module takes a selected action should the output of the correlator provide a 

correlated message. 

Neither the Doolan reference nor the Christie reference, alone or combination 
teach or suggest each and every element of claim 73. Doolan is concerned with a 
gateway that translates and maps communications between a single management system 
and legacy pieces of network equipment. Christie is concerned with an ATM gateway 
responsible for routing ATM cells between two ATM systems. 

Accordingly, Applicant contends that the Doolan reference in view of the Christie 
reference fails to teach or suggest each and every element of claim 73 and therefore each 
and every element of claim 74-77. As such, Applicants respectfully request the Examiner 
to reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 73-77 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). 



In view of the remarks set forth above, Applicants contend that claims 46-77 
presently pending in this application, are patentable, and in condition for allowance, 
the Examiner deems there are any remaining issues, we invite the Examiner to call t 
undersigned at (617) 227-7400. 



CONCLUSION 
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